While Dornstreich says that he finds "many objections to both the substance and the logic" of our assertions regarding the limitations of vegetable foods by toxic substances, his list of objec-SCIENCE, VOL. 179
surprising that such a "general facilitation of learning" criticism is still voiced, in view of the existence of evidence to the contrary (3) . Even if we had tested our recipients twice, first with the original stimuli and then with the new transposition stimuli, Yaremko and Hillix could still have argued that our recipients simply preferred large circles, and this time twice instead of only once. One could in fact argue that the subjects of any "larger-than" transposition experiment simply prefer larger stimuli, but isn't that what "larger-than" transposition experiments are all about?
In their second criticism, Yaremko and Hillix argue that our transfer effect may have been due to factors, other than learning itself, to which the donors were exposed. This is the "sensitization" argument, which they support by quoting a single study of planaria. Yaremko and Hillix do not mention that many reliable transfer effects have been demonstrated since that study in 1964, some involving considerable specificity (4), in spite of excellent conLeopold and Ardrey (1) have argued that (i) there is a wide range of toxic or poisonous materials present in plants, (ii) the major means by which man eliminates these materials is by cooking, (ui) the regular, controlled use of fire is relatively late in human evolution (about 40,000 to 50,000 years old), and (iv) anthropologists have overestimated the importance of vegetable foods in the dietaries of early human societies.
There ries, nuts, seeds, and fleshy roots are all usually more important as-food than are leaves); (iv) the extent to which "emergency foods" could be regularly eaten (we know that people are generally particular about what they eat, and that a much larger inventory of edible, but uneaten foods is available to any human group); (v) the variety of methods other than cooking -that exist for removing toxicity, such as drying, soaking, pressing, and leaching; and, most important, (vi) the relative importance of cooked compared to uncooked vegetable foods in the diets of presentday primitive people and whether, in any case, cooking is necessary or only desirable for some other reason (such as "'palatability," or the ease with which skin can be peeled from a tuber).
I do not know to what extent the food habits of modern "hunter-gatherers" can be used to help reconstruct the subsistence pattern of preagricultural societies. Leopold and Ardrey make only one reference to this subject. R. Lee informs me that the !Kung Bushmen of the Kalahari desert, the one group to which the authors refer, eat more than 50 percent of their vegetable foods in the uncooked state (2) . The Gadio people of New Guinea, with whom I have worked, depend to a significant extent on the wild plant foods of the sort Leopold and Ardrey consider. About 8 percent (by weight) of the vegetable food portion of their diet is from wild plants (excluding processed sago flour, which accounts for 22 percent); garden food constitutes 65 percent and hunted animal food 4 percent. While the majority of these wild plant foods are cooked, this has nothing to do with removing "toxic properties," for, with one exception, they possess none (most of the leafy greens, barks, fern fronds, and fruits are also occasionally eaten in the raw state).
Although the question of the relative dependence of primitive people on wild plant foods has been only marginally investigated by anthropologists, there are several studies of this subject which the authors have not considered (3 walking reflex was not systematically exercised, parents expressed the belief that motor milestones would not appear unless trained and attempted to train them in advance of maturation. These infants' neurological status at birth conformed closely to the European pattern, but they were advanced in sitting, standing up, and in the mature phase of walking compared to the American standardization sample (4) assessed by different investigators.
The simplest explanation for this change is that parental treatment accelerates development. This is the ex- 19 JANUARY 1973 
